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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-P 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P1 

Comment PC-P1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Property Values. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P2 

Comment PC-P2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Property Values, Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P3 

Comment PC-P3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-P4 

Comment PC-P4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

The older technological infrastructure results in a longer lead time before incidents are detected 
and the appropriate emergency aid dispatched. For example, newer technology can provide 
computer-assisted identification of potential incidents based on changes in vehicle flow and 
speed. A small reduction in response time can have a substantially greater reduction in the time it 
takes to clear the incident and restore the freeway to full operations. The I-405 corridor lacks 
some of the field infrastructure to provide this type of quick response.  

The lack of capacity inhibits the ability of emergency vehicles to access the emergency site 
quickly. When traffic is heavily congested during peak hours, the response time of emergency 
vehicles to the site of an incident increases. An increase of a few minutes in the arrival of 
emergency vehicles at the site of an incident can result in a substantially longer increase in the 
period during which freeway operations are impacted as traffic congestion increases upstream of 
the site of the incident. Lack of shoulders on both sides of the freeway also inhibits the ability of 
emergency vehicles to access the site of an incident. Lack of a left-side shoulder along much of 
I-405 requires that vehicles involved in an incident in a left lane be cleared to the right shoulder, 
disrupting operations in those lanes.  

Comment PC-P4-2 

The lack of capacity does not affect the detection of traffic incidents. The older technological 
infrastructure results in a longer lead time before incidents are detected and the appropriate 
emergency aid dispatched. Technological infrastructure includes loops used for speed and 
volume detection, closed-circuit television, variable message signs, ramp metering equipment, 
and real-time traveler information about freeway conditions. Please also see Response to 
Comment PC-P4-1.  

Comment PC-P4-3 

The text referenced in the comment provides the post mile limits of the proposed project. 
Standard Caltrans notation for identifying locations along state highways is based on the post 
mile system. The opening number in the notation indicates the Caltrans District in which the 
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location is found. After the opening number identifying the Caltrans District, a set of letters 
identifies the county in which the location is found followed by the number of the highway. The 
number of the highway is followed by the letters “PM”, which is the abbreviation for “post 
mile”. The number following the letters “PM” is the mileage from the start of the highway in the 
county. For north/south highways, post miles are measured from south to north; for east/west 
highways, post miles are measured from west to east. An “R” in front of a post mile value 
indicates that the post mile has been revised, usually as the result of a project that changes the 
length of the highway.  

The “12” in the post mile notation referenced in the comment refers to Caltrans District 12, in 
which most of the proposed project is located. The “07” in another post mile notation referenced 
in the comment refers to Caltrans District 7, which includes Los Angeles County; some 
improvements proposed under Alternative 3 extend into Los Angeles County. The letters “ORA” 
and “LA” refer to Orange and Los Angeles counties, respectively. The numbers “405,” “605,” 
and “22” refer to I-405, I-605, and SR-22, respectively. The “R3.8” identifies the location on 
SR-22 that is 3.8 miles east of the point at which SR-22 enters Orange County (at the San 
Gabriel River) plus the distance where I-405 and SR-22 overlap. The post mile designations 
along SR-22 are suspended (i.e., do not count) in the section where I-405 and SR-22 overlap; the 
overlap section uses I-405 post miles.   

Comment PC-P4-4 

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS provides technical information about the proposed project that 
requires use of some technical terminology. However, the document was prepared to provide 
technical information in a way that can be understood by a lay audience. For example, in the case 
of the post miles on page 2-2 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS referenced in the comment, the 
post miles are described both in technical and lay terms. The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS on 
page 2-2 states that “[t]he project limits extend from 0.2-mile south of Bristol Street (12-ORA-
405 Post Mile [PM] 9.3) to the Orange County/Los Angeles county line (12-ORA-405 PM 24.2) 
….” This description provides the project limits in terms of both the technical post mile limits 
and a more lay description referencing commonly known locations such as the county line and 
Bristol Street.  

The use of technical language in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS or the Draft EIR/EIS by itself 
is not an environmental justice issue. Environmental justice is covered in Draft EIR/EIS 
Section 3.1.4.3, which concludes that “No minority or low-income populations that would be 
adversely affected by the proposed project have been identified….”.  
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Comment PC-P4-5 

The OCTA Board of Directors is not solely responsible for identification of the Preferred 
Alternative (the alternative to be implemented). For a description of the process followed in 
selecting the Preferred Alternative, please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative 
Identification.  

Comment PC-P4-6 

The potential benefits of Alternative 3 are fully covered in the Draft EIR/EIS. Although there has 
been extensive media coverage of the potential for the San Jaoquin Toll Road (SR-73) to default, 
a default has not happened. Alternative 3 is not a toll road, but it includes tolled lanes, as well as 
free general purpose lanes.  

Comment PC-P4-7 

Project EA 0J440K would cause little impact to the communities. It would consist principally of 
changing the striping on the freeway.  

Comment PC-P4-8 

For a description of the potential impacts of the proposed project on the Almond Avenue 
soundwall, please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-P4-9 

A glossary of terms is provided in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS on page v. HOV2 refers to a 
high-occupany vehicle (HOV) with two occupants; HOV3+ refers to an HOV with three or more 
occupants.  

The text referenced in the comment (“R0.7 and R3.8”) provides the post mile limits of the 
proposed project. See Response to Comment PC-P4-3.  

Comment PC-P4-10 

The distance between the Seal Beach Boulevard on-ramp and the SR-22/7th Street branch 
connector is short and would be improved with an auxiliary lane in Alternatives 1 and 3.  

Comment PC-P4-11 

Page 2-7 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS provides a description of Alternative 3. Project 
costs are presented in the Draft EIR/EIS on page 1-18. 
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Comment PC-P4-12 

Page 2-10 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS indicates that the construction durations would be 
48 months for Alternative 1, 51 months for Alternative 2, and 54 months for Alternative 3. If 
construction starts in 2015, it would be complete in 2019 or 2020, depending on the alternative. 
Duration of construction by itself is not an environmental justice issue unless it 
disproportionately and adversely affects protected populations. Environmental justice is covered 
in Draft EIR/EIS Section 3.1.4.3, which concludes that “No minority or low-income populations 
that would be adversely affected by the proposed project have been identified….” 

Comment PC-P4-13 

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS provides accurate and complete information about the potential 
adverse effects and significant impacts to traffic anticipated to result from the proposed 
improvements to I-405. A letter from Mr. David Roseman, City of Long Beach Traffic Engineer, 
in response to circulation of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, is included in Appendix R2 as 
Comment GL2. A letter from Mr. Roseman in response to circulation of the Draft EIR/EIS is 
included in Appendix R1 as Comment GL11; another letter from Mr. Roseman is an attachment 
to comments submitted by Mr. Mike Conway, Director of Public Works, City of Long Beach and 
is included in Appendix R1 as part of Comment GL12. 
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